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Paul's kmancipstion from Legalism 


Foreword 


The problem of Jesus or Paul has caused 4 szreat deal 
of comment. On the continent William Werde in his "Paulus" 
set the problem going, and it has been taken up by meny men 
such as J. Weiss, We Bousset, Kaftan, and others. IM this 
country also the problem has received much attention. This 
has been done too often in the light of destructive criti- 
cism. Men have tried to give the cry "Back to Jesus" in 
place of the cry of the seventeenth century ‘Back to the 
Aposties". This has been a fine emphasis upon the purify- 
ing of Christianity, but it has not always given Paul the 
rightful place he should have. He has been underrated by 
many because they have not understood his primary emphasis 
of freedom to be geined through a spiritual power. I would 
not deny their scholarship but I would note that their em- 
phasis has created a psychological barrier falsifying their 
estimate of Paul. 

There has been in the last fifty years much conflict 
between science and religion. ‘this conflict has given 
rise to the problem of modernism and fundamentalism. the 
problem today is the trensplanting of religion to scientif- 
ic mind and retaining the best of both. ‘The problem faced 
by Paul was similar, trensplanting religion into the phil- 
osophic mind. The problem is the same only the content is 


changed. 
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Contrary to the statements of some scholars with whom 
I have talked, I believe that Paul has @ very marked place 
in the life of today, that his aid to Christianity was of 
infinite worth and that his Christianity dia not leave out 
the Christ by supplanting him with legalistic doctrine. 

In my attempt to show this I wish to use four steps: 
first, to discuss the sources of our knowledge of Paul; 
second, to study Paul's training snd to bear special empha- 
sis upon its legalistic side; third, to study his major 
doctrine and analyze his theology; fourth, to point out the 
problem he suena: ene his method of solution. ‘hen I wish 
to apply it to modern times and show how his emphasis is 
the method that must be used today in our dealings with the 


problem of modernism and fundamentalism. 


i ae AAD. 
0" + a] afc dz . rh] ne : 
ic rw. Cte. Ong NS wt 
b Yr 


Jeottan (lt @. Sos vel feded Sear 
SAT YS . ‘ 


eS pit : 
. play - A 
ttanite badd aft Sed’? bee aero eee 


© oF RE ets: Sects yebod +0 


a = 


oatztaob oltsifesel abi aid qntTastaqa’s. ww ds Mais ‘a 
i Yqosde@ 


ivebiogud adit ioge jets 
say ene furs sabieoud oF 


atii bre beovd 38 petegag 7 


ais miebom od ee heed 


Ssec 6 taum Seth OAs ae ee 


sasbor. bos cs inreadoutits jo fag 


I. 


The Sources of our knowledge of Paul 


In studying about any ancient chéracter there are per- 
haps three types of sources. ‘The best and most valuable 
source is the writings of the man himself,- letters, aduress- 
es, autobiography, or books. ‘The second best source is the 
writings of a friend or companion,- a biography or memoirs. 
The third source is historical and traditional records; these, 
of course, are the least reliable. In regard to St. Paul we 
are very fortunate in having all three types of sources. 
Hirst, we have @ number of letters written by his own hand 
telling of his life end his doctrine. ‘Second, we have the 
book of Acts, of which @& part at least was written by a com- 
panion of his. ‘Third, we have the Apostolic Fathers who, al- 
though they did not know Paul, yet knew of him and mentioned 
him in their works. ‘These various sources are found, first 
in the New Testament, second in the early histories of the 
times as narrated by historians, and also in the writings of 
the Apostolic Fathers - Irenaeus, Justin Martyr, Ignetius, 
Polyecarp, and Clement of Home. 

In & discussion of the reliability of the sources it is 
most convenient to follow the order of the New testament. 

The book of Acts gives the life of raul and is our first 
sourcee ‘his book assumes to come from the same hand as the 
third Gospel @s is shown by the preface. "The former treatice 


i made, O Theophilus, concerning all that Jesus began both to 
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do and to teach." (Acts 1+) Im Luke 1° we gina the first 
treatise. It is written to Theophilus and it answers the 
description of "the former treatise concerning all that 
Jesus began both to do and to teach". Also the style of 
the two books is similar in vocabulary, method of diction, 
and beauty of expression. ‘the uniform tradition dated from 
Irenaeus also ascribes this work, as well as the gospel, to 
Luke. 

In a study of the internal evidence of authorship the 
starting point is found in the “We-sections”. Here the author 
uses the first person plurel in referring to raul and himself. 
We would gather that he was & traveling companion of Paul on 
part of his journeys. in contradiction to this belief the 
hypothesis was presented that the book was a composite docu- 
ment and that another hand had taken these "\ie-sections" and 
reedited the entire book in its present form. Such names as 
Vimothy, Silas, and titus have been offered as the final 
editors. This hypothesis has been weakened because of the 
difficulty in separating the ‘\We-sections" from the remainder 
of the book. A writer of such skill would never have used 
&@ source oodily without changing the person of the verb un- 
less he himself had originally been present. she second 
point that has weakened the hypothesis of compilation is the 
unity between the We-sections" and the remainder of the book. 
The literary style does not break when the "\We-sections" be- 
gin, &@s has been pointed out by Rice and Hawkins. ‘The 
unity of style can hardly be expleined by the author's re- 


vision since he left the person of the verb unchanged, and 
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also there are cross references with other parts of the book. 
"Phus in 218 we have a reference to the fact that rhilip was 
one of the seven and who the seven were has been explained 
in Ch. 6 where it is also mentioned that vhilip was one of 


1) : aS : 
{| ‘Thus it seems almost certain, and in this we are in 


them." 
harmony with the majority of New Testament scholars, that the 
book of Acts is from the pen of one who wés well educated as 
shown from his linguistic style, and who was & friend and 
traveling companion of Paul. ‘hus the book of acts is a 
source of reliable information concerning the life and teach- 
ing of Paul. It gains in reliability vecause the author was 
educated and so could more clearly understand and rightly 
interpret the material he wrote. He would not be writing 
things he did not understand and his impressions would be 
more trustworthy than if he were an ignorant though zealous 
Christian. 

vhe next source that we will analyze as to authorship 
and reliavility is the #pistle of raul to the Romans. ihe 
authorship of this letter is certain and it is attested in 
numerous wayse Im the salutation of the letter Paul says 
thet he is writing to the beloved of God in Home. ‘the first 
person singular is used continually throughout the letter 
and there is no occasion to question the letter on the grounds 
of compilation. since the same flowing style and diction is 
constant throughout. ‘There is good evidence to believe tht 
the author of I veter used this letter, and perhaps the author 


of James and Hebrews did likewise. 


(2) sAnetes, 0O De Ts Bacon F. 126 
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4s for externel criticism we find Clement of Rome, Ignatius, 
and Polycarp knew of and used this letter; it was part of 
the Canon of Marcion. ‘Thus there is no reason for doubting 
that Paul was the author of this letter and therefore it is 
one of the most reliable types of sources we could desire. 
The second letter to be studied is “The First Hpistle 
of Paul to the Corinthians". This letter, also, is ascribed 
to Paul in the sslutation and the first person singular is 
used continually. In the conclusion of the letter Paul 
sends his greetings and writes it in his own hand. In accept- 
ing the genuineness of this epistle we are following the lead 
of the subingen School and practically 411 other scholars. 
There are a few who doubt the genuineness of this letter and 
of all the other Pauline letters. ‘hese scholars who doubt 
the authorship are Dutch: Loman, Steck, Pierson, Naber, Van 
Manen, and also Eruno Eauer, a free lance of the iubingen 
School. These ee endeévored by & subjective criti- 
cism to dissolve the personality of Paul (and of Jesus) in- 
to the product of vague and arbitrerily-assumed movements 
of Jewish religious thought. 4 careful account of the argu- 
ments of the Dutch hypercritical School, and of Steck, is 
given by Knowling, the "Witness of the Epistles" ch. 111, 
ef. also Schmiedel and Hand. Kommentar Vol. II; Zahl, "die 
Briefe des Paulus seit 50 Jahren in Feuer der writen". !*) 
These scholars have been answered by Gloel and Leudermann. 
These men seem to heve the inability to appreciate the 
strength of individual personality and to distinguish the 
spontaneous from the artificial, as pointed out by A. Robert- 


(2) See H.B.D. footnote P. 484 
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son in Hastings Bible Dictionary. (3) ‘The evidence both in- 
ternal and externel, in spite of the objections of the Dutch 
School, leads us to accept this epistle as a genuine work of 
St. Paul, and therefore a source of the highest order. 

The companion letter to the one just discussed is "The 
second kpistle of Paul to the Corinthians". The authorship 
of this letter has had more severe criticism and is not so 
well attested by external evidence. Clement of Rome does 
not mention it at all, but its content is such as to héve 
called forth mention in his letter from kome to Corinth had 
he known of it. Thus we must conclude thet he did not know 
of this letter. Ignatius does not use it. It wes probably 
known by Polycarp '4) ana placed by Marcion in his Canon. 
Irenaeus mentions it es belonging to Paul and it is included 


in the iiuretorian Canon. As for internal evidence it seems 


quite genuine. Paul says in the salutation that he is author 


and throughout the letter he says “Now I Paul myself". (10) 


In showing the internel evidence peake says "UYhe complexity 


of relations between Paul and the Corinthian Church, the note 


of reality which rings in every sentence, the mighty person- 
ality which the letter reveals, are far beyond the reach of 
the most skillful imitator. Besides we could not understand 
why so much labor should be expended to create an intricate 
historical situetion which could serve no purpose a later 
writer wovld have hed in view, and be completely without 


interest for second-century readers." (5) Although the 


(3) HeBeD. Py 484 - footnote 
(4) II Cor. 4:14 quoted in Polycarp Ad Phil II 
(5) Peake Intro. to N. Te pe 32f 
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Dutch scholars deny the Pauline authorship, yet, as A,Robert- 


son says, @l11 “sober criticism" accept its genuineness and 


so we shall be sober in this day of Prohibition and eccept 


Paul's authorship for "The Second Epistle to the Corinthians". 


The letter to the Galatians is also one of the major 
letters of Paul that has not been questioned very seriously 
as to authorship. The butch School has been mentioned and 
it has been stated how their objections have been overruled 
by the majority of modern scholars. «As for external criti- 
cism: "In the early part of the second century it formed 
a pert of Marcion's Apostolicon. A little later it was in- 


cluded in the Syriac and Old Latin VSS, and was recognized 


by the Muratorian Canon. It is cited as the work of St. Paul 


by Irenaeus (III, VI. 5; III. XVI. 3; Ve. XXII. 1), by Clement 
of Alexandria (Strom. III. 16); and it is quoted by Justin 
Martyr (Dial. C. 95; Aratio, 5) and by Athenagores (Legato 
Gs 16}" (6) These may also be referred to by Clement, Barna- 
bas, ignatius, and Hermes, but as Dodd says these are "some- 
whet dull and doubtful". 

The internal evidence is very strong indeed. Paul's 
name is given in the salutation. He speaks of himself by 
name and by the use of the first person singuler through- 
out the letter, and the diction and language of which shows 
the s@éme dynamic style. Although there are minor discrepan- 
cies of thought as in the number of years spent between tlhe 


conversion and going to Jerusalem, (Gal. 2 & Acts g”*) yet 


(6) Marcus Dodd H. B. D. 


(8) 


o~ | oe 
; 


i 


oF.” wee- il. eae 


‘ eve - 

} 7 5 a. 
: : ; es - ea - ra aes 

Di af j : * r : rc OD weit ft J ci tsco0E” *~ 


. £ = a : 
a e 
aye tofsias t. 20. 8h sine At tegag od: Staite. 


> 


a 


‘ 
lo +g Pe < a» 
Sy 
* t HELE 
¢ 
. 

4 th ih pe >>} +7 es 

‘ coo 
’ 4 2 IV Le 
* <x, 
.§ ‘ ¥) a ud 


' . ¢ . o a 
to essunaasct fas aottots eat Boe  ;fesvet end tae 
y _° 2 
; a : v4 ”, 
ae tie 
tb Tonk ota etedy s Il. .efghe otmengh sted « 


Kags ataey to tedmtin sdf Ab ea taiggone to eats 


(9) 


they do not mar the belief in the genuineness of authorship. 
Here again we will follow modern scholars in accepting Fraul's 
authorship of this revere 

Paul's letter to the s#phesians has not been accepted as 
readily as a genuine Pauline epistle. It has been attested 
by external criticism. Peake’ ootnte out thet it was probably 
used by Ignatius, end Folycarp, and by the author of the 
"Shepherd of Hermas", thus showing that it was known in the 
early yesrs of the second century. It was included in the 
Marcion collection and also mentioned in the liuratorian Canon. 
Irenaeus quotes it as belonging to Paul as also do later 
writers. freake believes that it was used by the Apostle reter 
in I Peter, and if so he would accept its genuineness. 

The internal evidence is not so convincing in many wéys. 
Paul worked in Ephesus for three years and in gn*F ne speaks 
as if their knowledge of his ministry was by hearsay only. 
In "e he speaks as if he only knew of their faith from the 
testimony of others. Paul does not give any personal greet- 
ings and the only explanetion is that if he is the author he 
did not know anyone. wshus the objections are stated. ‘here 
are two bokieas of solution:= first, the letter was not 
written by Paul but by another; second, the letter wes written 
by Paul but not to wphesus. Im objecting to the first method 
of solution, and not touching on the above objections, we are 
able to note the close similarity of this epistle to the 
regular Pauline style. ‘here are many close similarities be- 


tween this letter and that to the Colossians, for instance: 


(5) Peake Intro. to N. T. pe. Sef 
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If now Colossians is a Pauline letter as most scholars 
accept it, then this argument for style and content is very 
strong indeed. It would seem from this that Ephesians is a 
Pauline letter if the arguments mentioned sbove as to his uwn- 
familiarity to the church could be answered. 

The second method of solution offered was that the letter 
was not written to the church at Ephesis. (7) This problem cen- 
ters apoute VEGCOW(1"). Many early copies in the second cen- 
tury lacked these words as Origin and Basel remark. the two 
best manuscripts X and 3 omit these words. Marcion (7) did not 
use them and Tertullian charges him with falsifying the title. 
If Tertullian had reaat VEQCOW he would have used that as his 
basic argument, but he does not do this. He refers to tradi- 
tion. In accepting the omission of 6 VF OC OW the question 
arises as to whom the letter was addressed. The hypothesis of 
& circular letter answers very well; the letter was sent to 


many churches including szphesus, and the original title read 


(10) 
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"to those who are beloved and believing". Thus we draw our 
conclusion that this is ea genuine Pauline epistle. 

The letter of Paul to the Philippians has been questioned 
as to authorship upon four counts: first, alleged traces of 
imitation; second, ecclesiastical anachronism; third, gnostic 
controversies; and fourth, doctrinal discrepancies with val- 
atians, Corinthians, and Romans. Dr.Moffatt does not feel 
thet the first objection is valid. The style and vocebulary 
as well as the general traits are quite Pauline. there is 
also no good argument to defend a pseudonymous letter. iI 
the second place we must admit the strangeness of 1) "bishops 
and deacons". The use of these two terms is absent elsewhere 
although they are mentioned in Romans 18'. In Romans they 
refer to gifts received by Paul, and these gifts from churches 
would be sent under the name of the officials. schmiedel, 
Bruchner, and Volter regard these as later insertions by a 
second-century editor. This method of dealing with this 
specific problem is not very conclusive in itself, but it 
does offer an explanation which is readily accepted if the 
two words become the only objections to Pauline authorship. 

In the third place the reference to gnostic teachings in 
25-8 is an advance over the other letters. The Christology 
here is more developed than in raul's four great letters. 

This does not need to trouble us for development of Christol- 
ogy in @ mind so virile and active as Paul's is to be expect- 
ede ‘The Christology here is not in conflict with other letters. 
it is, no doubt, Paul's refutetion not of the valentinian 
gnosis as Bauer imagined, but of earlier religious specula- 


tions upon a preexistent original Being in heaven. 
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The last objection was raised on the Christology and 
the conclusion of this is given above, but one word should 
be added. YTheir objection centers about 25b as Unpauline 
because it is inconsistent with Romans 8°, Pfleiderer 
omite 2°"' as @ later interpolation. ‘To me this does not 
seem necessary. In Romans go Jesus is the preéexistent Son 
of God; in Philippians 26 He existed in the form of God. In 
Philippians we have the further development of Christ by per- 
sonal endeavor. ‘This is more in accord with our present idea 
of psychological development and would naturally come to Paul 
in his study of the unfolding of the person of Christ. sSure- 
ly the Christ of Mark 1? is not the same as the Christ of 
Mark 1451-6%,  anere ee been @ real development here, and 
there is no reason why Paul should not have noted the develop- 
ment. 

Thus we draw our conclusion that this letter is also one 
of those written by St. raul and as such is one of our valu- 
able sources 6s to Paul's doctrine and development. It also 
shows us that we must be exceedingly careful as to material, 
for later interpolations may have given a different color to 
the doctrine. 

The next source for the discussion is that of "The 
Epistle of Paul to the Colossians". As for external criti- 
cism we note that it is included in the Vanon of Wiarcion and 
it is also found in the Muratorian Canon. Irenaeus also 
definitely mentions it. ‘here is a possibility that Justin 
Martyr, and iheophilus, and perhaps a few of the apostolic 


Fathers used it. ‘Thus we note there is valid ground in ex- 
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ternal criticism for the genuineness of the Pauline author- 
Ship. 

The authorship of this letter was doubted, however, by 
the tubingen School and also by many other scholars. It is 
still doubted by Schmiedel. Their objections lie in the in- 
ternal criticism. ‘he difficulty centers about two points:- 
first, the letter presents too rigid a view of raul's mind; 
(this objection is based upon the material found in Corin- 
thians, Galatians, and Roman letters) second, the letter also 
presupposes the completed gnostic systems of the second cen- 
tury. The external criticism shows that the letter wes known 
early and that tends to detract from this second objection al- 
though it does not answer it entirely. Dr. iioffeatt points out 
(8) that oriental gnosticism and the later phases of Jewish 
speculations (9) had reached & more or less developed form at 
an earlier date. In some of its phases it had reached this 
form before the rise of Christianity. ‘The rigidity of the 
letter as far as style and diction are concerned can hardly be 
questioned for it agrees very favorably with other letters, 
especially so when we remember that the church was not known 


personally by raul. We find criticism of the Christology of 


Paul expressed by critics. They argue that the person of Christ 


formerly viewed by Paul as Redeemer now is presented as trans- 
cendental to the universe. Yet this argument is weak, I be- 


lieve, for the same doctrine is found in I Cor. g° ana 16°47*8, 


(8) Intro. to N.v. page 153 
(9) This Jewish speculation was developed quite fully in the 
Diaspora with Centers in Antioch and xphesus. 


. 
J") 


e : rs J ak 
ig LO Use LOavas Sit 
- 


, : d i 3 
A 
| baw foortok ceqnkins of. 
4 | bel!’ .fefetddes yO Lecieoh Ii see. 
ne ; 
* tol pS aw - 
' » - - - 
a * . ¢ 
= + - » ~ ¥ , 
j , Poi , 3a 
fis r 
- ht and oe v 
Jadd 
P + fF 
‘ » 
ee it ; oroted grok” 
‘ L a tel 74i, 
fey +r $i tot Hagoigegerp 
5 Sec : ‘ey r9sq6 > 
¢ y ta 
- 
fanceatTse 
: ai 


| ee ee UCC CS 


I would not argue that the two are harmonious with the Christ- 


the-Redeemer conception, but that the two conceptions are con- 
tained in authentic letters. ‘whe two ideas are there. ie 
have found discrepancies in his theology before, and now I 
raise a question to be dealt with leter: Is the theology cen- 
tral or is it only incidental and trying to free men's minds 
from bondage to old ideas so that they may be open to the 
reception of new ideas? ‘he methods of opening men's minds may 
be opposite but the aim is the central thing. The objections 
listed above are well answered, in my estimate, by modern scholars 
and therefore we will accept the authenticity of this letter. 
First thessalonians is the next letter in our Canon and 
it has not been questioned except by the most radical critics. 
The external evidence is good. Irenaeus mentions it, as do 
the writers from his time on. It is included in the Muratorian 
Cenon and &@lso in the Canon of Christian Writings by itarcion. 
The internal evidence is very strong; in style, language, choice 
of words, and in theology we here recognize Paul. Those who 
do not reject it argue on the similarity toI & II Corinthians 
saying that it is just a copy and echo of the other epistles 
by another than raul. ‘The reading of the letter refutes this 
for most scholars. ‘he second objection arises in the discrep- 
ancies between the Acts' account of the church and that found 
in Thessalonians. This objection becomes invalid when we 
realize the quickness of events in life. veath comes all too 
quickly and Christians could die without the rarousia in a 
few weeks after Paul's departure. ‘Thus a slight turn of the 
kaleidoscope of time and the picture would be different. This 


readily explains the slight discrepancies found in the two 
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accounts. This letter is accepted by the majority of scholars 


as one from"the pen"of Paul. 

II Thessalonians has had a much harder fight in retain- 
ing Paul's salutation. This letter has been questioned on a 
number of counts, one of which is the eschatalogical section 


girls 


In the first letter to Thessalonians the sudden coming 
is imminent and will be sudden; many living in his dey will 
see the event. In the second letter he tells the readers they 
must not be led to think thet it is at hand. They must not 
think so even if a letter from him in the past led them to 
draw that conclusion. Here it would seem &s if another were 
writing to correct a félse impression given by faul. it is 
greatly to be doubted whether anyone would dare or could sub- 
stitute his letter for I Thessalonians during the life of Paul 
when that one could defend himself readily. 

The question rests upon the Meio ieids of the two ddcounts 
on the chance of Paul's changing his mind as he thought upon the 
problem. Peake argues thet I Thessalonians looks not to immedi- 
ate Parousia, although it does expect it to be in Paul's life- 
time. The readers, however, took it for a sudden, immediate 
event. When Paul realized this view he rewrote most of the 
letter with special emphasis upon the Parousia and also he 
added fresh meterisl in yorle gta. geslo-t4 017) onus reake 
solves the problem by having II Ythessalonians an explanation 
of i Thessalonians. 

Uthers argue that raul believed the Parousia to be immi- 
nent but that es time elapsed and it did not come he changed 
his mind and said he did not know when, but it would probably 


be in the lifetime of many living. ‘here is no serious objec- 
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tion to these two theories. A men is easily misunderstood 


even in the plainest of statements and men as well &s women 
are privileged to change their minds if they find they have 
been misteken. The idea thet Paul was ¢gorrecting a former 
letter eccounts for the likeness between the two letters; 
end in the second letter it is only natural that he should 
add a bit for their edification. Thus whether you accept 
the first or second method of solution to the problem, the 
Pauline authorship may still be maintained as has been done 
by the majority of modern scholars. 

The Pastoral Epistles (10) have been rejected by critics 
more universally than any other of the Pauline epistles. There 
ere still many who regard their traditional euthorship thor- 

dis 
oughly spurious and easily, proved because of internel evidence. 
The letter can not be assigned to any known period of the 
&postle’s life except after his Roman imprisonment, and it is 
not certain that he was released. Also difficulty arises as 
to the instructions given Timothy and Titus since these could 
easily and more clearly be given by word of mouth. Because 
these letters heve been so widely criticigSed, and because a 
proof of their genuineness would require more time and space 
than the material in the letters warrants for my thesis, I 
Shali not dwell on authorship. All that is of value in these 
letters regarding Paul's legalism is found in the major letters, 
and so with « few general statements I shall conclude. i 
We have noted that the most valuable source of knowledge 


of Paul is in letters from his hand and in a biography from 


(10) I1& II Timothy & Titus 
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the hand of a companion. In regard to the Biography of Paul 


we have notea that Acts written by Luke, an educ&ted man, is 
&® source of ig eubiin hes information in giving us not only 
the story of Paul's life but also -the general reflections of 
a friend and companion who was intellectually capable of 
understanding and appreciating Paul's mind. In the second 
place we have noted that the letters to the Romans, I and Il 
Corinthians, Galatians, Hphesians, Philippians, Collossians, 
I Thessalonians, and II Yhessalonians are 411.from the hend 
of Paul. Before drawing our conclusions we looked to tre- 
dition and saw the external criticism; then we scanned the 
evidence against Pauline authorship; and lastly, from the 
content we weighed the evidence and found that the Pauline 
authorship hed the better and most likely argument. wWe did 
not discuss the pastoral letters since they have been very 
widely criticised destructively, and the length of the dis- 
cussion would not be warranted by the value received from 


the content of the letters for our study of Paul's legalism. 
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Paul's Training and Harly Life 


In regerd to the training of Paul we have a fair number 
of statements that show quite clearly the subject matter which 
he studied. Whe training at home is, of course, the starting 
point. He was born at Tarsus, a large Gentile city with a 
Greek University. Probably near the age of thirteen he went 
to Jerusélem where he completed his schooling. Of his psrents 
we know but little. The only mention of his mother is mde in 
Galatians ‘2 but it gives us no informution about her. His 
father was a Pharisee and a Roman citizen. Unlike many of the 
Diaspora he had retained the use of Hebrew. This may be in 
pride of his ancestor, Benjamin, and his position as a Phari-~ 
see. Paul hed the commend of both Greek and Hebrew. Because 
Paul wes a boy in & Greek city he would naturally gain a know- 


(1) 


ldge of Greek culture » and have sympathy for people in the 


Diaspora. Paul's remerk in Philippians abet contains most of 
our knowledge of Paul's early life, but this is really more 
than it seems, “circumcised the eightiday of the stock of 
Israel, of the tribe of Benjamin, a Hebrew of the Hebrews, as 
touching the law a Pharisee; as touching zeal, persecuting the 
church; as touching righteousness which is in the law, found 
blemeless." Here we learn that from childhood he was brought 
up in strict keeping with the law, and he says that in regard 


to it he was blameless. Never once does he- have any twinge of 


conscience in regard to legal imperfection either before or 


(1) Gamaliel, his teacher, was a student of Greek literature 
(See Gamaliel, Jewish Encyclopedia) 
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(19) 


efter the age when he was responsible to all of the lew. His 
life must have been rather serious and unhappy for the law was 
placed upon him early in life. is strange and terrific con- 
version, so powerful in itself, could only have come in one 
who had seriously and completely been pléced under the lew. 
His zeal for the law evidently came from his father, & Phari- 
see. No doubt he had had the amazing stories of the wessieh 
told him time and time again, and hed been told thet if even 
one man lived the entire lew for only one dey the hessienic 
Kingdom would be set upe In regard to the treining in the 


SD thet 


school of his childhood we have one notice in acts 22 
sends us to non-biblical sources. "Instructed according to the 
strict manner of the law of our feathers". this note, I be- 
lieve, may be taken to refer to all of his years of training. ‘*! 
Thus we must go to a study of Jewish training for children and 
glean what Paul must have taken. In a late appendix to the Pirke 
Abod (the fourth section of the Mishneh redacted by Patriarch 
Judah, or ascribed to him) we learn that a boy begins in the 
Bible School at five years, goes to the study of liishnah 

or tradition at ten, is advanced to salmud at fifteen, marries 

at eighteen, etc. If Paul was instructed after the strict 
-manner of the law, he probebly underwent this course of study. 

In the Bible School he learned the Bible stories, the lives of 
his ancestors, and studied about God end the laws given by Him 

to Mioses. Then at ten he advanced to the study of Mishnah 


or tradition. Here he had a greet deal of memory work. this 


study wes really but little more than just memorizing the rules 


(2) Note also Acts 26% 
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(20) 
of conduct found in the rentateuch, and the interpretations 


Placed on the rules by later scholars. As a Pharisee in train-~ 


ing he would stay very close in thought to the rules of tra- 


dition. At about the age of fifteen he would be advanced to 
making interpretations and analyzing interpretations of bibli- 
cal law. 

The question arises as to when Paul went to Jerusalem. 
Most scholars agree that he went at about the age of thirteen. 
How far Paul had progressed in his education before he went 
to Jerusalem can only be a guess. liy guess is that he had con- | 


pleted the memory work. We are told that "I advanced in the 
(3) 


Jew's religion beyond many of mine own age". This memory 
work could easily have been done at home under his father's 
guidance and in the synagogue school with less expense than 


at Jerusalem. 


In Jerusalem Paul continued his legalistic training. By 
“legalistic training I mean that he was trained as a lawyer, an 
interpretor of the law. The Pharisee was the student of law, 
and Paul was trained as a Pharisee. (4) In attempting to ex- 


plain just how the training of Paul was legalistic, I must 


point out the legal practises in the religion of the Jews. The 
Bible was their religious handbook. (not our Bible but largely 


the material found in our Old Yestament plus other traditional 


writings and interpretations). It was also their law book. ‘Their 
political, moral, and spiritual laws had been handed directly 


from God. The entire rules of life were given by God, and thus 


&l11 life was religious. For instance, the Miishnah, or tradition, 


(3) Gal. 124 (4) Phil. 3° 
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contained six heads. (5) 


1. Zeraim --- contained laws on Agriculture 


2. Noted ---- 9 " " Festival Days 

3. Nashim --- a " ." Marriage, Divorce, 
Adultery, etc. 

4. Nezikin -- | : " " Criminal and Civil matters 

5. Kodashim - 7 " " Sacrifice, Ritual, and 
Offerings 

6. Toharot -- x " " Cleanliness in persons and 


things, and Purifications 
Thus all their laws had religious sanction and all their 


religion was in forensic terms. when I refer then to the legal- 


ism of St. Paul, I mean the lawyer in Paul, his training as a 


reader and interpretor of law as a means of salvation, his legal 


vocabulary, and his logical method of thinking. This training 
began at a very early date in the home of his Pharisaic father 
and continued in his training at Jerusalem under Gameliel. 

When Paul went to Jerusalem he studied to become a Reébbi. 
(6) 
(7) 


His teacher was Gamaliel, a Pharisee of rather libersél views. 
If we look a little farther into the teachings of the Pharisees 
we will find, perhaps, an explanation for the legalism of Paul 
in his Christian doctrines, and be able to understand to a better 
degree the importance that should be placed upon that phase. 

This party represented the kernel of the religious hopes and as- 

pirations of the Jewish people. (In referring to them in modern 
speech we would call them "#undementalists") They were pledged 


(5) Judaism - G. F. Moore, p. 152 (6) Aets 594759 
(7) See Pharisees - Jewish ineyclopedia 
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to Levitical purity to the extent of avoidance of close associa- 
ten with the ignorant, to the scrupulous payment of tithes, to 
a conscientious regard to vows and to other persons' property. 
The Pharisees are to be contrasted with the sadducees, who 
accepted only the law but not the tradition. In their philoso- 
phy they were fundamentally democratic. ‘Yheir work in the 
synagogue and school eimed to give to all men the law. They be- 
lieved the entire law was for all men rather than just for the 
Priest. They represented, also, the principle of progress. 
This came about from their interpretations of the law. For in- 
stance, the Sadducees demanded an eye for an eye. The Phari- 
sees said the law meant due compensation with money. ‘hey 
were the aristocracy and claimed thet & bestard who was a 
student of the law was higher in rank than an ignorent high 
eriatatae 

The most essential doctrine of the Pharisees was the Messi- 
anic hope. They adhered to the Roman Government with the idea 
that what was, mu-t be till the Kingdom of God should come. 
It hes the idea of predestination in a social sense but retains 
freedom in man through a study of the law. ‘Thus the idea of 
the hingdom of God wes Paul's central doctrine; he only had to 
interpret Jesus as the kiessiah to be & true Christian. the 
doctrine of the resurrection of the body is also e pert of the 
liesSianic hope, and the Pharisees held this belief which was 
contrary to the arguments of the Sadducees. (8) The Pharisees 
@élso held the belief in the life to come, the judgment of the 
world with God as the judge, and future retribution for those 


who did not obey the ritual law of hioses. ‘Whe belief in the 


(8) Note discussion in Acts 23: 6-7 
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future life also carried with it the belief in angels and demons. 
There was also the belief in redemption of the individual thr ough 
the observance of the law. 

Josephus (9) describes the rherisees as being extremely 
virtuous and sober, and as dispensing with luxuries even to the 
point of asceticism. Their ethics were based on the vrinciple 
of "Be holy, es the Lord your God is holy", (Lev. 19*) This 
S8lso fitted in with the teachings of Jesus, and made Paul the 
Jew almost a Christian. "Beye therefore perfect as your 
Father who is in heaven is perfect." 

Peul's teacher was Gamaliel, a grandson of Hillel, who was 
@ very noted Jewish scholar. Gamaliel was an openminded, lLiber- 
al student, and well versed in Greek literature. He appeared 
at the head of the legal religious body in the three letters 
which have come down to us, and which were dictated to his secre- 
tary. He was the originator of many legal ordinances with a 
view to the improvement of the world. from our knowledge of 


Gamaliel found in Acts (10) 


» we are able to note his liberal 
character and also his high position in the Sanhedrin. There 
are &@ number of traditions concerning his friendliness toward 
Christianity, some even going to the extent of telling of his 
baptism by Peter. But most scholars, both Jewish and Christian, 
reject these stories, believing that he died 6 firm believer in 
the Jewish religion. 


We are not to take the above doctrines and beliefs of the 


Pherisees given in toto as being Paul's specifically, neither 


(9) History of Antiquity, see "Pharisees" (10) Acts 524-56 
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are we to think that Paul swallowed 211 of Gamaliel's teach- 
ings without first masticating them. We know, on the contrary, 
that Paul was a fiery persecutor of the Christians while 
Gemaliel was quiet end tolerant. ‘his shows thet he was not 
merely a reflection of his teacher. raul had his own ideas, 
and the beliefs and doctrines of his party were accepted only 
after they had received his stamp of individuality. Thus we 
must take this study of the Pharisees to show only the back- 
ground and the character of the material with which he came 

in contact. When we note his views as set forth in his 
letters, then we shall be able to understand more of his train- 


ine. 


(24 ) 


ro if fe b awot law 4 ti “ , aft a 
7 ae 
»ldaib teveeas 
%, 


— 


So ae oa 
Ob bee Stetfed sig- — 


bag Yass Jie 


atdd ess jen 
on © 


retos tino sit sas Dasets. 
ws 


“edw JoRtnos of 


a as 
x, 


Cate ow gett ,stetdel  ~- 


(25) 


TTI 
Legalism of Paul's ‘heology 
ie are attempting to analyze Faul's theology in our 
third chapter, and to do this we must first note his conver- 
sion. How much of Paul was converted? Certainly he could 
not entirely change for that would mean the eliminating of 
his early training end the necessitating of his being re- 
educated. Conversion is the recentralizing of one's life a- 
bout a new focal point. This happened to Paul. The salva- 
tion he had been seeking in a legal religion was transplanted 
by a salvation by faith in the person of Christ as the Messiah. 
The Damascus experience can be and must be psychologically ex- 
plained. whether we are able to do it depends upon our know- 
ledge rather than on the experience of Paul. Bauer in his 
book "Paulus", Vol. 1 pe 68, and Strauss in his "Leben Jesu", 
p- 35, tried to explain his conversion as a change which was , 
gradually brought about in his mind by reflection upon the 
arguments presented by the Christians concerning Jesus' 
Messiahship, and also the moral impressions produced by 
Stephen. ffleiderer in his "Paulinismus"”, p. 7, and nolsten 


We 


in his "Die Christusvision des Paulus” in "Zum ivengelium des 
Paulus und des retrius" p. 65, (1) po11 0" Bauer but elaborate this 
view, making the commencement come as &@ slowly-developing, in- 
tellectual conviction that the Christian way of attaining right- 
eousness was, after all, the true way. vfleiderer points out 


the pharisaic expectation of the near advent of the iiessiah 


and that this coming presupposed a righteous people which the 


(1) See Steven "Pauline Theo." p. 3, footnote 3 
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law could not secure. This explanation is nearer the truth, 


although I believe that more emphasis must be placed upon 


the inadequacy of the legal system in giving e spiritual 
passion for righteousness, in contrast to the absolute faith 
of the Christians whom Paul personally persecuted. Faull had 
not felt that the Mosaic law was giving him salvation while 
these Christians seemed to have that salvation which he needed. 
There are two major factors which led to the conversion 
of Paul. The first was the life and teachings of the Christ- 
ians concerning Jesus as the object of faith and as the 
Messiah through whom salvation was offered. The second factor 
grew out of the first as a contrast to it, and it was the 
breakdown of the law in the mind of Paul. He developed a dis- 
satisfaction in the legal religion. It was negative rather 
than positive and did not satisfy his spiritual hunger. 
Spiritually speaking he was not able to touch the Christians 
whom he persecuted. ‘their hope, and faith, and spirituality 
were beyond Paul. ‘The consolation they had was what he de- 
sired. In times of solitude he could not help but think of 
their religious richness in contrast to his own poverty. The 
psychological pigeonhole called dissatisfaction was full; it 
needed only one more event to make it overflow and cause the 
Climax. ‘The letter to Damascus, the nearness of the action 
&s he came close to Damascus brought the climax there on the 
road. ‘he backbone of the law salvation through legalism that 
had kept him erect, broke, and he fell on his face before the 
Christ seeing the light. George 3. Stevens in his book "Paul- 
ine Theology" says on p. 14 "the conflict in the field on law 


has been found to be & hopeless one; it must be given up. A 


(27) 


mew principle, that of faith, must supplant that of legal 
obedience”. It does seem to me that the above quotation was 
the attitude of Paul. In speaking of Paul's journey to 
Arabia, Gal. 117, Dr. Burton remarks, "he revelation of 
Jesus as the Son of God must at once have undermined that 
structure of Pharisaic thought which he had hitherto accept- 
ed, and, no doubt furnished also the premises of an entirely 
new system of thought. To Paul the revelation of Jesus as 
the Son of God meant neither of these, (mere addition to 
Judaism of the belief th=t Jesus was the long expected 
Messiah or the acceptance of an entirely new religion with 
an almost total displacement of former religious views and 
practices) but a revolutionary revision of his former be- 
liefs, which issued in @ conception of religion which differed 
from the primitive Christian faith as commonly held by Jew- 
ish Christians perhaps even more than the latter differed 
from current Judaism." '®) | 

Paul at this conversion crisis made a distinction be- 
tween ethical law and legalism. i#thical lew he retained and 
fought hard to uphold, but Legalism, the idea that men are 
saved, gain sanctification by a Beret cl observance of ethical 
and ritual law, he rejected. The letter to the church of 
Galatia testifies to the greatness of his exertions to retain 
and to promulgate this belief in the face of heavy odds. His 
new life was ethical lew plus faith. Paul's legalism left 
him when he was Sa oe could not completely change 
his life; his training in his homelife and school. His Goa, 


and his entire life was shot through and through with salva- 


yy Burton - I.C.C. Gealations P. 55 f. 
($) Hote Paul's return to his former training in I Cor. 9:9 
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conversion was the finding of 


Ate ir a 


ing better and more satisfying than law. Paul found faith, i" 


some th 
and he found it in the person of Jesus as Christ. Where he 


could not find a theology in Jesus’ teaching he dug it out of 


his past and presented it to the listening or reading Christians 


shot through with his new vision. (4) 
There are & number of points that must be noted to show 


Paul's new emphasis. First, the Old Yestament law was beyond 


question in regard to the Messishship of Jesus. He repeatedly 
uses the Uld testament to prove that Jesus was the liessish. 


Acts 179, 18°8 (acts 9°", Rom. 9°") Paul's method of alle- 


gorical interpretation was very strong. KHe was able by means 
of it to use scripture in 4 far wider way than we are able by 
our historical method. If Paul could quote scripture upon a 
subject, for him it was beyond contradiction. Paul's conver- 
sion did not do away with his ethical use of scripture for he 
used it time and again as the final authority to prove his 
points. Just note that in Romans, the ninth chapter, he quotes 
from the scripture six times. Paul did not do away with the of 
religion, but emphasized a different element, namely, faith 
wnien God gave to the Gentiles - Romans 950-35 | and to Jews = 
Romans 417-£5, He understood the religion of the Hebrews to be 
the old dispensation, and when Christ came the new dispensation 
was set up. The old dispensation was fine as far as it went, but 
it did not arrive at righteousness because faith was lacking. 
If, then, the Jews would add to their ethical system salvation 
through faith in Christ as he had done, they could press on to- 
ward ‘perfection. 
| - Another element is in his emphasis upon the death and 
Go 
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is reconciled to God by the death of God's Son, Jesus. (Col. 18%) 


Romans 6° shows that we gain the saving element of Jesus' death 


by baptism into His name. ‘he saving element in Jesus' death 


is that He is the Son of God, the Promised Messiah of Israel. 
Here we find Paul still retaining his legalistic training by 
making someone atone legally for sin. He hes not in his tech- 
nical theology been able to put aside his legal training for 
the higher ideal of love. ‘The death of Christ and it's mesn- 
oe ing was too grand and too tremendous for Paul to express in 
words, especially when he remembered the depth of sin in which 
he séw man. Paul had caught a glimpse of the ideal of love 
y ‘but he was not able to use it in overcoming the idea of a 
| metaphysical punishment for sin. 
Paul's legal attitude is shown in his own Christian life. “ 
Ee himself continued to keep the law. Acts pql4 says "believ- 
ing all things which ere according to the law, and which are 
‘ written in the prophets". This statement, coming at the cloe 
| of his free public life that is known to us, reveals how he 


Lived within the law. In Acts 2418 they found him purified in 


the temple. In Acts 16° Paul wished to have Timothy circumcised 
according to the Jewish law. Im Acts 2119-©6 we find Paul tek- 
ing charge of four men who had vows. He entered into the legal 
‘system and carried it through though meny have criticised Paul 
on this point saying that it was not consistent with his life 
end that he was acting a lie. This view I do not believe can 

be true. Paul was himself a follower of the lew with the Jews. 
- He etl] reserdea the law as an aid to perfection for the Jews. 
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same all things to all men, end the lew was for the Jews. 
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| ka eee ertare tas he uNeeae to defile himself ritually, but 
When with the Jews, 1 believe, he was @ true Jew. ‘the strong- 
est ergument against Paul's legality is in his attitude to 
the Gentile Christians. Im Acts 15 he asks that they be free 
from ritual law. He does not ask that they be free from moral 

J law, as we see by his letter to the Corinthians. fPaul'’s con- 
ception was that the law was given to lioses for Jews only since 
they were his chosen people. it was not meant for Gentiles. 
The Jews, as God's chosen people, were given the law; but it 
had failed to stimulate salvation through faith. The Gentiles, 
instead, found righteousness through faith alone. ‘hey found 
righteousness in a measure never before known. The pharisaic 
missionaries and proselyting influences of the synagogue 
in the Diaspora had succeeded far less than he had with his 
messege of faith in Jesus. Paul saw that the Gentiles were 
willing to accept the Christian religion if only the extreme 
laws were removed. He came to the conclusion that the law was 
meant only for the Jews, and so not for the Gentiles. Therefore, 
why burden the Gentiles with a law that did not bring even the 

; Jew to the feet of God? Acts 15! the question is of saivation 
without the law, snd Paul has seen from experience that it has 

: been given. In Acts 15’ff peter tells the same story. The Jews 

still have the law as a valuable aid to faith and salvation. As 

time went on, the Jewish Christians became less prominent and so 

the element of the law was removed. But this was not until after 


Paul's missionary journeys. The Gentiles still have the moral 


law of right living but the objectionable ritual lew is not 
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(6). 


theirs to pear. 

The last element that we will notice here will in part 
recapitulate some things already said but here the subject 
will be dealt with from a different angle. 

There are many places where Paul is inconsistent as will 
be seen in his theology. The cause of these inconsistencies, 
I believe, is to be found in the contrast between his religion 
and his.theology. Theology tries to express the inexpressable 
While religion flies toward the goal without stopping to ask 
too many questions. ‘Theology must answer all questions &s it 
goes. Paul's religion and feith held a God of love, but his 
theology must answer the question of the debt of sin. To do 
this he drew upon Jesus as the Lamb of God slain tes the sins 
of the world. (Romans 5: 6-9) From his former legalistic train- 
ing this phase of his theology became colored by legalism, al- 
though in his religious attitude the universal love of God shone 
with clear light. Note that in Romans 5: 6-9 there is the union 
of love and punishment for sin. Here his religion and the prob- 
lem of sin have clashed. ‘The reach of religion is undoubtedly 
foremost but the idea of Christ dying to reconcile men to God 
has left a cloudy rather than transparent stream. Dr. Bruce 
remarks, "While assigning to Christ's death the double function 


of revealing and éverting divine wrath, the apostle has in view 


(5) It is interesting to note that the phariseic mind could not 
help but put in the letter to the Gentiles that they abstain from 
polutions of idols and from fornication, and also eating of ‘ 
strengled meat which contained blood, end from murder. Acts 15*0 
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(32) 
chiefly the latter aspect. His &@im is not to proclaim the 
fact that Christ was slain as &@ sacrifice, but rather to em- 
phasize the gracious purpose for which He suffered." (6) 
Here is the correct union of the two antitheses and I think 
,) that Dr. Bruce would agree that Paul's conception ot the death 
of Christ shows the two elements of divine wrath; Sacrifice 
for sin and the love and compassion of God toward men. 

I and II Thessalonians are the earliest letters we have 
from Paul, and they are distinguished from the other letters 
by a leck of doctrinal features. (7) There is but one line 
dealing with the death of Christ. Here he stresses the "Grace 
of Christ" and the "Work of faith". These letters ere the 
closest to the primitive apostolic teachings in their re- 
flecting the theology of the book of acts. because of the 
lack of theology, some believe that Paul had not thought 
through his theology. br. Sheldon!? ). points out thet this is 
due rather to the fact that a primitive Christian church 
would not be prepared for a theology. ‘The Judaisers had not 
as yet started & controversy upon these matters and so there 
was no need for Paul to discuss such things. ‘There is scanty 
reference in sny of Paul's work concerning the life and teach- 
ings of Jesus. He sterted with Jesus es the free gift of God 
sent unto all men for the justiiication of life. This justi- 
fication is through the sacrificial death of Jesus end through 


, his revealing the life and love of Goa.( 8) 


(6) Bruce = "St. Paul's concept. of Christianity", p. 170 
(7) Sheldon - N. T. Theology, p. 172 
(6) See Rom. 5: 18, II Cor. 5:21, Phil. 2: 8 
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Pauline theology may be divided into three parts: first, 
God and the world; second, mam and sin; third, Christ and 
redemption. For convenience we shall use this system. 

Dr. Sheldon remarks that Paul's conception of God may 
be defined as the Hebraic modified by the revelation in 
Christ and by personal experience. ‘This, we shall notice is 
very true. fPaul had his Heb reise God and his revelation of 
Christ. The conceptions of God presented by Christ and Paul 
differed to @ marked degree. One was a God of love; the 
other was & God colored by legal restitution for sins. His 
own legal training bound him to the idea of having to meet 
legal requirements. Christ carried him to God on the wings 
of faith. Paul was often inconsistent. He would first ar- 
gue thet man's sin is atoned for by the death of Christ, and 
then argue that men are saved by faith. The cause of these 
inconsistencies is in Paul's inability to change his legal 
mind for the mind of Christ. Although he repudiated ritual- 
istic legalism as @ means of salvation, he still retained a 
God who must have full atonement for sin. This atonement was 
the free, loving gift of Christ to the world. His religious 
feith rose above this and presented a compassionate God who 
loved men so much that he would give even his son to suffer 
for the salvation of men. 

Paul's theology presents a righteous God. Included in 
this term is God's morel sovereignty. God deals with men on 
an ethical basis as shown by the gospels. Divine righteous- 


ness is revealed to men through Christ in order that men, al- 
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(34) 


so, be inspired to become righteous. (9) Goa is spoken of as 
"Father", and in many instances the term denotes paternity, 
stressing the power of creating rether than the power of lov- 
ing. (10) This is nearer the Old testament conception of God 
than that of Jesus. Whis use of the term has the idea of an 
abstract, impersonal justice of a Supreme Ruler, but there is 
@lso the idea of the love of the Father. The former element 

is a theological hangover in his religion. 

The anger of God (Rom. 118, gl%-e2 I Thess. gis II Thess. 
ial etc.) comes in contrast to the grace of God given 
through Christ. "The knowledge of God's grace in Christ 
deepened the apostle's senses of the imminence and terrible- 
ness of His judicial anger". (ll)mnis again presents not Jesus' 
“Heavenly Father", but the Hebraic "Supreme Ruler". 

The Law of God gives us a hopeful sign in Paul's worth 
for today. Paul can not get away from law; it is bred in hin, 
put his religious faith sees beyond it. In Romans 3*!751 we 
have the law superseded by righteousness. The words Paul spoke 
about freedom are many. He tried to bring freedom to men while 
the law held men in bondage. It held him when he was 2 Jew, 
but he revolted in favor of faith and Christ. He fought legal- 
ism with tooth and claw when the Judaisers visited his churches 
and tried to make Jews of the Christians. In his own life he 
had found that law did not bring salvation, ethical law was 
necessary but legalism only showed men their sin and did not 
give salvation; thus for himself and his hearers he threw off 
(9) II Cor. 5 


(10)Rom. 6:4, 8:15, 11:28, 15:63 I Cor. 8:6, 15:24; II Cor. 1:3 
(1.)H. B. D. Article on Paul, p. 719 
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the cloak of legalism for the arms of love and pointed men to 

a spiritual freedom which is our greatest heritage from Paul. 
His theology is poor but his reach for freedom is tremendous. 
The law that he could not get away from, he used to build 

upon: "Do we make the law of none effect through faith? God 
forbid; nay we establish the law." (Romans g°l) In the first 
letter to the Corinthians we have his reach beyond law to 
freedom. This freedom is not from law but through spiritual 
law. Spirituality, and feith in Christ carry one beyond legal- 
ism. 

Concerning man and sin Paul is very explicit. Man is sin- 
ful; no one is without sin, "for all have sinned and fallen 
short of the Glory of God." Paul makes this refer to Jew and 
Gentile alike. Works are of no value in the face of sin, for 
our debt is too great to be paid fore Even abrahem was saved 
py feith. '2*! sin enterea with Adem and thus death came into 
the world. All that pertains to the flesh is sinful for it is 
under law. The will and faith only can rise above it. The re- 
sult of sin is death which reigns over alle There would have 
been no aceath hed there been no sine Lipseus in "Hand- ommen- 
tar Zum N.. %." argues that raul thinks of sin as bringing 
material death without hope of resurrection. Dr. sruce i 
does not follow this belief since he does not find collaborat- 
ing meterial desling with the eternal destiny of man depending 


on racial sin instead of personal transgression. Paul does not 


in any technical way present the arguments why the legal system 


(12) Rom. 4: 1-3 
(13) Bruce, St. P. Conception of Christianity, p. 156 
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(36) 


does not save one, but we are able to glean three statements 
that help us to reformulate his theory; first, he presents 
the proclivity of flesh to sin; second, the law only shows 
one what sin is; third, our debt to God, due to our sin, is 
too great to be paid for by good works, and so God has given 
to men the free Gift of Salvation through faith. 

The person of Christ is the central power in the scheme 
of redemption. Jesus was the revelation of God to men. "God 
commendeth His owm love toward us, in thst while we were yet 
sinners Christ died for us".ixom 5°) In Gal. 44-5 we fina 
that Christ came under the law that he might redeem them that 
were under the law, that we might receive the adoption of sons. 
In kom. g° we find that Christ came in the form of sinful 
flesh to show men that it was possible to walk in the spirit 
in spite of the flesh. The redemptive experience of Christ 
is the proof that to walk in the Spirit is not impossible. 
Thus not only the death of Christ but His life is also used 
to its fullest extent. | 

The steps of grace, or the whole drama of salvation are 
five in number. Perhaps it would be just as well to give the 
general idea of salvation before the steps are analyzed. Man 
is deep in sin both ss a result of Adam and his own earthly 
lusts, and this sin is revealed by the law of Moses. God 
wished to save men so He sent His own Son to reveal the spirit- 
uel life which was possible and as a sacrifice, thus making 


full atonement for sin. '1#). yan may use this saving power for 


(14) See Page 31-32 
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(37) 
himself if he has faith in Jesus Christ. ‘Thus he arrives at 
salvation. 

The first step in the drama of salvation is "fore-knowl- 
edge". This grows out of the omniscience of God. If God knows 
all he must know of man's sin and whether he will believe in 
the Lord Jesus Christ. The second step is "fore-ordination". 
It is also an outgrowth of omniscience of God and also out of 
His omnipotence. If God knows all, and if God made us, then 
He must heave fore-ordained that some would be saved and others 
lost. The third step is "calling". (15) Goa wants all men to 
come to Him and He calls them to "come onto Me all ye that 
labour and are heavy laden and I will give you rest". It is 


God here who is taking the first step toward man. Because He 


sy 


- § 


loves man, and because He desires man, He c&lls him to Himself. 
He elected and chose Israel as His own people but they heeded 
not the call and so He turned to the Gentiles. He gave the 
Hebrews the law to reveal sin and hoped that they would gain 
their salvation through faith in God. Israel heeded not the 
call. God called men by the law and the prophets; when this 
failed He sent His Son to call men to Himself and to reveal 
Himself to men. Again Israeli heeded not the call, but the Gen- 
tiles heard and believed. 

The fourth step is that of "Justification". In II Cor. 
519 we read "God was in Christ reconciling the world unto Him- 
Self, not imputing their trespasses unto them". These words, 
(15) Note the inconsistency of logic and faith between the 
step of fore-ordination and calling. If Paul had realized the 


freedom of the will he would not have given us such a tragic 
theology. 
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as Bruce points out, /16) cugcest a general justification of man- 
hood on the purely objective grounds of God's satisfaction with 
the merits of Jesus Christ. fhe death of Christ ss a satis- 
faction to God for the sins of the world does not mean that all 
men are justified, but rather that it is possible for them to 
gain justification by heeding God's call and having faith in 
Christ Jesus. 

Justification is a forensic term which means the being 
accounted by God as acceptable to Him; to be approved of God, 
accepted as being such as God desires man to be. It carries 
the meaning of meeting the divine and ethical requirements 
under which one is placed by God. faul's argument contrary to 
the Jewish legalistic system was that men are justified through 


faith not by legal requirements perfectly carried out. If you 


wish justification it may be yours by having faith in God's 


(38) 


love and in heeding His Call through Christ. There is no progress- 


ive element in the mesning of this word, thus justification is 
the starting point rather than the end of life; the starting o 


the right road of life. 


n 


The last step in the drama of salvation is "Sanctification". 


Here Paul reached the pinnacle of his preaching; it was the 
throne of his theology, the Christ of his faith, the masterpiec 
of his mind. Any study of Paul is incomplete if this is left 
out. There is no understanding Paul's life and teachings with- 


out it; all else leads to it. Here we find legalism and theolo 


€ 


gy left subordinate to the spiritual penetration of his mind end 


heart. Sanctification is the spiritual life. Anything that 


hinders is sin and death; anything that helps is the wings of 


(16) Bruce "st, paul Con. of Christianity", p. 159 


bed mmoues 


' 


7 | 
7 stale ince 


a 


(39) 


faith. The new man is the one who has made use of all of Life 


to build his spirit nearer to God. Sanctification is a progress- 


ive attainment, the going on towards perfection. Justification 
is the starting point on the new "way"; the more progress there 
is, the deeper the spiritual Life becomes. VPaul's views on 
marriage, divorce, eating of meats offered to idols, etc,, are 
the social laws which he found most helpful in carrying him to 
the throne of God. "Faith in Christ" is the first step but one 
must progress and become "a new man in Christ Jesus". Sancti- 
fication involves no merit in man yet it is the right attitude 
and temper of the soul towards God's grace in Christ. (17) 
It is the doing of meritorious works, the moral end spiritual 
tasks, together with a feith in Christ and a passionate love 
of God that we gain Sanctification. The laws of religion and 
of life are helps on the road but they do not carry us all the 
way. We must have, also, the deep spiritual passion for God 
if we are to arrive at His throne and see His face. Thus we 
find the depths of meaning in Paul's life and teachings - to 


know God through Christ Jesus. 


(17) Pauline Theology - Stevens p. 287 
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IV 


The Value of Paul for Modern Christianity 


Before we continue farther it would be well to pause 
@ moment to recapitulate our findings in the first three 
chapters. in the first chapter we noted that our sources 
of knowledge of Paul were of two kinds: first, his own 
writings retained to us in the Pauline epistles of the 
New Testament; second, the writings of his friends who 
during sections of journeys traveled with him. we noted 
the main objections offered by scholars to their genuine- 
ness and found the objections were not valid in the light 
of modern criticism. 

In the second chapter we attempted to glean from the 
sources the life of Paul and we bore special emphasis upon 
the legal element of his early training. ie noted thet 
the one ch:racteristic factor in his training was the Law. 
It wes given to him by his pharisaic father, his Jewish 
teachers at home, if he had any, and by Gameliel with whom 
he studied at Jerusalem. We found his training was leval- 
istic for three reasons: first, the subject matter of 
Jewish education; second, Paul's later emphasis upon legal- 
ism in his theology; third, his extreme severity against 
those who did not follow the Law. 

The third chapter endeavored to bring out the legalism 
in Paul's theology. His conversion was the centering of 
his life about Christ rather than about the Law. In doing 
this he kept the Law himself and in the case of Timothy had 


him keep the Law. In dealing explicitly with his theology 


(40) 


we noted that his idea of God was primarily one of love with 


only a touch of the legalistic conception. He w&és a God who 

loved to the extent of giving himself for men. ie noted 

that the element of love entered in especially when réeul for- 

got theology and talked of everyday life. Im Paul's con- 

ception of man we found the idea of legalism very prevalent. 

Man was very sinful and under legal ban from God he was judged 

and condemned. In the theology of hkedemption we noted that 

Paul reached beyond his legalism to a much greater degree than 

before. His steps of redemption are legal terms but the spirit 

of love and faith transcend the legal terminology. We noted 

that the emphasis was for freedom and the spiritualizing of 

life. Paul here placed ethical law as a good starting point, 3 

but he pointed out to his followers a freedom and a personal F 
4 

piety that is beyond the law. 

It is in this freedom and in the transcendence of lew 

that Paul's worth for present day religion must be found. The 

era in which we live is one that is characterized by the seek- 

ing for Freedom. The term freedom can have two meanings. For 

Paul it meant the transcendence of law, not the calling off of 

all constrictive or regulative rules, but the regulating of 

life to the divine will thus gaining power to achieve the ideal 

of life toward which ell true laws point. The popular use of 

the term today probably implies the right to do as one pleases 


gr AL 
whether it be right or wrong. it is an ear of revolution. This 


battle for freedom is not & new one; it is as old as man, yet 
Since the World War it has broken out with renewed vigor. This 


renewed campaign for freedom started with the war slogan, "Make 
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the world safe for democracy!" We thought of the World War 
as a "war to end war"; we were, or thought we were, fighting 
to free the world from the curse of war. We thought we were 
entirely right and the German allies all wrong, so if we 
could crush the German military system the cause of war would 
be crushed. Today we realize thet we were sadly mistaken. 
The causes of war are deeper than militarism. The result has 
been the peace pacts, disarmament conferences, the League of 
Nations, and the World Court, all of which are attempts to 
bring freedom from wer. This has also been carried on in an 
individual way. Hundreds of our college students have re- 
belled from military training; they have sent hundreds of 
letters to the Government saying that they believe war is 
wrong end that they refuse to bear arms in any war. 

This movement for freedom is most ‘easily récognized in 
the great number of political revolutions which have taken 
place in the last twelve years. There is hardly @ section 
of the globe which has not witnessed such e@ revolt: Russia, 


Germany, .Italy, the Balkan States, Turkey, India, China, 


Africa, South America, Mexico, and others. In England, “rance, 


and the Unived States the battles have been more political 
in nature than warlike. In these democracies the type of 
government is elastic enough to permit the change without 
the use of armed forces. Men have revolted from the bonds 
that have held them and the lew that has hampered them, 
Seeking the gleam of freedom. Frobably the latest and most 
hopeful sign of freedom from the dogs of war is the attempt 
made to form an International Bank. ‘The cause of war which 


is most prevalent is the economic. With an International 
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Bank there may be some hope that men will be bound so closely 
together in a financisl way that the large money holders will 
not be able to disrupt the system with war. 

The campaign for freedom has touched every phase of life. 
Women are freed from the drudgery of life by the numerous 
mechanical inventions, such as the electric washing machine, 
vacuum sweeper, etc. Men have been freed from the back-break- 
ing drudgery of extreme manual labor. One sits on a seat 
and digs the ditches that a hundred men dug before. One man 
works @ lever and loads or unloads coal, excavates cellars, 
and carries heavy burdens. ‘The industrial revolution has 
permeated big and little businesses; it has transformed 
society and individuals, and, above all, it hés given man a 
greater desire for freedom not only from work but from all 
confining elements. 

This campaign has gone into the realm of arts and letters, 
and the result has been the rise of various schools of modern 
painting, modern poetry, modern novels, and tiodern dramas. 

The stage, the moving picture, the burlesque, the musical 
comedy héve all felt the influence. Today the one great ele- 
ment in all of these is that of sex. The freedom of the mod- 
ern age is staggering to the mind of yesterday. It is re- 
volting to many, for the beauty and loveliness of sex is not 
elways the dominant feature. 

There has been @ twofold revolt against modern morality. 
First, a revolt against having everything that pertains to 
sex hushed up and tabooed; men and women found that sex could 


be beautiful, and pure, and-lovely, and they wanted to know 
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more about it. The result was thet sex was played up and in 
the playing up it grew tainted and wnlovely. Then came the 
revolt against the mussed=-up morality. The demand was for 
clean life. There was a revolt against actors and actresses 
who had failed in their moral life with the result that some 
left the stage. The mussed-up morality has been due in part 
to the demand for freedom. Divorce has increased tremendously. 
Women have demanded freedom and one phase is sexual freedom. 
The public prostitute is not as common, but Judge Lindsay in 
his book "Companionate Marriage" points out that the man finds 
the satisfaction of his sexual desires with the girls he goes 
with instead of visiting "a house”. The girl argues that she 
belongs to herself and has a right to do as she pleases. The 
trend of the general public who are looking for something 
better is to ask how to gain freedom from this mussed-up 
situation. They do not believe we are in a worse condition 
today than before, but they have seen things in a different 
light and from a different angle. They vant something higher 
upon which they can build their lives and the lives of their 
children. 

another phase of the freedom of women is shown by the 
woman in politics. The battle of the women for the right of 
franchise is only a few years ola? ana the recent political 
campaign, if it has proved anything, has proved that women 
Iust be reckoned with in elections. Women have taken the 
plece of many incompetent males and have shown that they are 


indeed capable of carrying part of the .wolitical burdens. 


(1) Woman's Suffrage - Aug. @6, L920 
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Not only has politics been invaded, but business as well. 
More women are demanding that they be free to go and do &s 
they please. This is not only a fed of the youn; girl, but 
older women are remaining in their positions even after 
marriage in order that the income of the family may be in- 
creasede 

The ideal of freedom is the outstanding visien of modern 
existence. ‘This is true especially in the religious field. 

There has been a veritable revolution in religion in the 
past few years. It must be noted that this revolution is more 
than ten years old, yet the revolution in religion is also 
very modern. Dr. Knudson!*)notes that there have been two 
great crises in the Christian religion: first, when Hebrew 
Christianity became platonic in thought and theology; second, 
when platonic Christianity became Aristotelian Christianity. 
The first crisis came in the day of Paul and was when raul 
transplanted, by his missionary work, Hebrew Christianity to 
Greek soil. As an active and intelligent missionary, Paul 
had to meet the new challenge and situation which he in part 
hed created. ‘There is @ distant relationship between Yaul's 
problem and the one of today, for Christianity now is having 
to adjust itself to a scientific and industrial age. Today 
the minister must change his theology in the light of scientif- 
ic research which includes research in both the facts and phen- 
omena of religion. This is not an easy task and it entails tre- 
mendous conflicts. ‘This hes been the cause of the extreme irri- 


tation between socalled modernism and fundamentalism. ‘The 


modernist has caught the new scientific spirit and epplied it 


to his religion. ‘he fundamentalist does not see the value of 


(45) 


(2) Notes in "Present wendencies in uiodern Thought", end Semester, 


1928-1929 
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such a procedure, and, although he does not always agree that 
the religion he has is perfect, yet he is terrified of what 
will happen if these new theories are accepted. 

The modernist has acquired the scientific spirit which 
is to question all of life and, having ell of the facts, to 
build the logical conclusions. He has said, "If this is 
valuable in other fields, why will it not prove equally valu- 
able in religion?" Thus he has delved deeply into all reli- 
gious actions and produced the present psychology of religion. 
He has interpreted ev.ry religious action in the hope of gain- 
ing a better knowledge of such action that he may produce a 
richer religious life. He has teken the Bible and put a 
question mark after every verse and tried to understand what 
it meant in that day and how it can be applied to our day. He 
has gone to every source to glean knowledge of the historical 
background of Biblical statements. He has tried to learn who 


wrote the books of the Bible and to discover their inspiration, 


(46) 


their authority, their life, and their place in history. He has 


not even left Jesus alone. ‘The fundamentalist cries, ‘Hold! 
touch not the Holy things, remove the shoes from off thy feet 
for you stand on Holy ground." ‘The modernist in turn replies, 


"Why should I hold? My study has enriched my own religious 


life, and if Christ can not answer questions now he can not have 


much that will satisfy present-day needs." Also, Jesus did not 
fear to meet any questions put to him in his day, so why should 


we think he would fear to answer them now. ‘Yhis is the modern- 


AAA: a 
ists method of thinking and he has gone shead and asked any 


question he could think of. The result has been thet Jesus 
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(47) 
stands as the greatest challenge in the life of today - as 
& higher ideal to be achieved. His divinity has a meaning 
that magnetizes the minds of men fer more than ever before. 

The conflict that Paul faced was one that also could be 
labeled the conflict of modernism vs. fundamentalism. He 
would have been termed a modernist. He made the hebrew law 
secondary. He attempted to free men from the legalistic 
system that they might gain a higher conception of God and a 
deeper spiritual life. The conflict raged between the Jewish 
mind with its legalism and Greek mind with its philosophy. Be- 
tween these two major elements he wound his way, leading his 
Christian brethren to a new spiritual life. 

There was much that Paul found in the current platonic 
philosophy that helped him. He took (either consciously or 
unconsciously) the pletonic idea of "real nature" and built 
upon it in his Christian system. "To Plato the Soul is a 
distinct immaterial essence of being, imprisoned, so to speak, 
in the body, its nature having little in common with the earth- 
Ly, its home and destiny being the world of eternsl ideas." (3) 
This same idea is Paul's for he held that the spirit had a high- 
er existence that the earthly and that this body of sin must 
be put off if the spiritual life is to be given freedom. Plato 
held that death liberated the Soul. Paul went further and said 
that the earthly influences could die and permit the spirit to 


be free in this Lite 4) Paul's idea of Perfection is similar to 


Plato's idealism. "Ideas are for Pleto, not merely principles 
(3) “Introduction to Philosophy", Patrick p. 266 
(4) "Romans 6:6; sphesians 4:22; Colossians 3:9. 
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(48) mm 


of explanation; they are also standards of perfection.” (5) 

The "real nature" of Plato includes principles of justice, goad- 

Mess, beauty, etc. For Paul the real nature is the Soul, as in 
Bintonts thought, and it includes the same principles. These 

must be developed to perfection and can be if we subjugate the 


a (4) 


physical life by putting off the "old man". Thus Paul ad- 
vances and teaches perfection in spiritual life here and now 
through faith in Christ. He places his Christian message in 
the philosophic thought of his day. This is the same type of 
problem which we face today; the placing of the Christian 
message in the scientific thought of our day. 

The method and emphasis which Paul used are, in my estima- 
tion, equally valuable for today and they must be the guides 
to our solution of the religious problems of today. The way 
Paul changed his thinking will not sive us much help for we are 
not’ changing to Platonic thought but to scientific thought. I 
heve noted that today we are seeking freedom from industrial ser- 
vitude, from medieval theology, from ethical restrictions, and 
from mussed-up morality. The dominant note of Paul's presching 
was freedom from existing conditions in life in order that men 
would be free to accept the more spiritual adventures in faith. 
His legalism had failed in his own life; it had kept him from 
the fulness of life. He interpreted the religions of his day in 
the seme manner. They had kept men from knowing God; therefore % 
before they could attain the new life which he found in Christ 
they must be freed from their bonds. "His emancipation of Christ~ . 
ianity proceeded upon definite lines; he was a prophet, certain- 
ly not of anarchy in religion, but of a new orientation, a re- 


(5) "An Anthology of kecent Philosophy", Robinson p. 
(4) ‘Romans 6:6; Ephesians 4:22; Colossians 3:9. 
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(49) 
ligious restatement, with a very decided setting”, (6) This 

setting was found in his own religious experience and in the 
conditions of the men of his day as he saw them. Here in 

lies the background of his efforts for freedom. 

The words of Paul concerning freedom &re many. In Gala- 
tians 48 Paul speaks of freedom in Christ. ‘hose vho do not 
have spiritual insight into the free Gift of Salvation from 
God are still slaves, for the entire system of mundane life is 
theirs. For Paul, spirituality is above law for it gives to 
men the higher ideal of life toward which all true law points. 
Spirituality is cained by faith in Christ and thet is freedom. 
(Galatians 5i-35. Romans 8") The lew came to convict of sin and 
thus it ensleved Paul, but Christ removed that condemnation and 
made men free from the law of sin and. death. 

In I Corinthians Paul speaks of men as slaves to this 
world. There is yet jealousy, and strife, and cords that bind 
men to the earthly existence. (I Corinthians 3°) The only free- 
dom that is possible must come in rising above these things. 
fhe solution to this problem or the way in which freedom will 
be found is in centering the life on the spiritual ideals of 
God's kingdom. The fruits of the spirit are given in Gal. aaa 
"But the fruit of the spirit is love, joy, peace, longsuffering, 
kindness, goodness, faithfulness, meekness, selfcontrol;" To 
center your attention on what you wish to avoid is @ sure way 
of bringing that thing to youe The negative code brings no re- 
lief only a positive one. This freedom is not license but it 
includes the living of the highest earthly life plus the 


spiritual life. 


(6) "The Passing and Permanent in Paul", p. 225, by Eulcock 
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There were some in the Corinthian Church who thought of 

this freedom as license, but Paul points definitely to the con- 
trary. "What then? shall we sin, because we are not under the 
law, but under grace? God forbid.” (Romans 615) "All things are 
lewful for me but all things are not expedient." (Corinthians 
612) "Take heed lest by eny means this liberty of yours become 
a stumbling block to the weak.” (I Corinthians 89) For many, 
the eating of meat offered to idols was the same as worshipping 
the idol. Paul points out that the idol is nothing, therefore 
the eating of me&t is nothing; yet the weak brother may not 
understand this, so he, Paul, will not eat meat lest it cause 
another to stumble. ‘This freedom from pagan custom is gained 
for ell men, weak or strong, in seeking for the highest welfare 
for men. The above is one example of what freedom, in part, 
meant for Paul: it is the highest welfure for all mankind. 
This is what Paul meant when he said, "Love is the fulfilling 
of the lew." (Romans 1340) he end of the law is Christ, (Rom- 
ans10*) or spiritual life. Paul pre&ched freedom and the 

only way to attain it is lifting oneself above physicsl, earth- 
ly Life to the plane of love or spirituality. Love is the ful- 
filling of the law because if one is seeking to make love the 
center of life, then ong will be in hermony with moral and 
physical laws. There is a freedom not from the lew but in and 
through the law. "For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ 
Jesus made me free from the lew of sin and death.” Paul recog~ 
nized thet there was a spiritual law of love that was higher 
thén mundane existence, and obedience to this law brings not 


only harmony in this earthly life but brings trenquility end 


(51) 


freedom into the spiritual forces of life as well. Paul 
would have called this mysticism; not @ psychopathic phenon-~ 
enon but an aesthetic appreciation of the spiritual, mental 
end physical laws of life, a feeling. that one is in harmony 
with the divine influences An life and the satisfaction which 
comes through a consecration of oneself to God. 

Just how does spirituality bring freedom? Someone hes re- 
marked that obedience to law is liberty. This is true in politi- 
cal circles. If you obey law you keep out of jeil. It is true 
in a naturel and biological sense. If you keep natural laws 
you remain healthy. Obedience to certain laws gives men the 
freedom of the air. Spirituality is superior to law for it is 
love of God. If you love the best and highest ideal, the lesser 
lews of life will be natural for they are aids to the thing you 
love. ‘thus these lesser laws no longer hinder but help you on 
to the thing you desire. Do you love men? Then you do not want 
to defraud them. Do you love God? ‘Yhen you naturally desire to 
keep your earthly temple fit for His Presence. Law no longer 
binds you but it is a natural expression of the spiritual life 
you are seeking to live. It used to be that men thought of re- 
ligion or spirituel living &s being 4& seperate department of life; 
a "Prince albert" that one wore Sunday morning to church and 
then removed until the next week. This should not be so. It 
was not the life or teaching of Jesus, neither was it the mind 
of Paul. Today our work in social service settlements, our 
hospital work, our seven-day-a-week churches, and our business 
enterprises, all have demanded that the ideals of religion be in- 


culeated into all of life. Religion is, in its very essence, the 
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relation of the living part to the living whole. "Peace with 


God is not and never can be a mere matter of emotions] surrender, 
however honest and sincere. It must be an act of the whole man, 
feeling, thinking, and doing’, in every depertment of his life, 
in obedience to a grest governing and-eqntrolling principle. !7) 
In this spiritual control of life preached and lived by Paul, 
men of today must find the only freedom possible. Unless they 
do find it in this way the only alternative that ovr present 
system gives is death. "He that taketh the awor f earl: die by 
the sword”, is as true now as ever. Unless men spiritually 
mester the tremendous powers they have created, the monster 
shall turn and with one fell swoop wipe from the face of the 
earth the man who created him. This program of gaining free- 
dom through spiritual life has begun. We are seeking to put 
the study of ethics and control in our public schools. We are 
Seeking to construct 4 parallel system of religious education 
that will supplement the industrial education. Our schools and 


our colleges are increasing their departments of religion, phil- 


Osophy, and ethics. Uur social organizations are working night 


and day for the building of mankind. Yet the task is hardly 
touched. Great social movements are fine and ere of great help 
but primarily the change of society must come about in the in- 
dividual. Each individual must accept his own responsibility 
finally. He must see his position in life as a member of 
society and he must place as the center of his desires the 
spiritual life. ‘he importance of this is worldwide. My freee 
dom is closely connected with your freedom. ‘The degree of my 


freedom is determined by your freedom and vice versa. I have 


(7) "Wieket Gate", p. 27 - Kennedy 
(8) Mt.--286:52 
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teed tHENs troles First I spoke of the social em- 
phasis, then of the individual, and now I heve returned to the 
social. Whis is as it should be, "No man liveth unto himself.""(9) 
The problem of spirituality is at once both individusel and social. 
Thus I draw to a close this dissertation. Paul's theology 
was colored by legélism, but in his religious life he was able 
to free himself from it and place it in its proper pléce. Paul 
faced a great crisis in the growth and development of Christ- 
ianity as we face it today. His As EReRE wes found to be in 
freedom through spirituality. We have seen that today the de- 
sire for freedom is the greatest of desires, and we have noted 
that Paul's answer, given 1900 years ago, is the same answer 
that must be given today. I have not attempted to give the 
éreuments against freedou in a spiritual sense for, although 
Many are given they are on an academic level upon which even 
the men who present them do not live. As a practical solution 


to the problems of our day, I have presented Paul's view of 


spiritual life through faith in Christ Jesus our Lord. 


(9) Romans 14? 


Summary 


Because of the extensive destructive criticism of Paul 
and because of his historic place and influence in Christianity 
I have made this study, trying to find the contribution which 
he should make to modern thought through the element of freedom. 
The criticism has centered about the legalism in his theology, 
therefore my study has been, primsrily in the interpretation 
of his theology to determine why it was legalistic and whether 
that legalism was primary. 

In order to do this I first analyzed the sources for 
authenticity of authorship. These sources are the acts of the 
Apostles and the letters of raul to the various churches of 
Asia Minor and Europe. The Book of Acts was written by a con- 
panion of Paul and there was good reason to believe that the 
author was Luke, the author of the third Gospel. The major 
letters of Paul were presented and found to be from the Apostle. 
The criticism offered against these letters was noted and found 
to be unwarrented. ‘The Pastoral Epistles were not analyzed be- 
cause of the grave doubt as to authorship and the lengthy dis- 
cussion would not be warranted in view of the scanty material 
gained. 

In the second section Paul's early life was viewed. It 
was seen that his training was that of the Pharisee, a strict 
observer of the Law, from his earliest childhood to manhood. 
The studies that, as a Jew, he took were analyzed and they 


were found to be strictly legalistic. The Jewish Religion was 


not only their Faith but also their legal code and as a Phari- 
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see Paul was well trained both in Religion and in the Law. 
The legalism of Paul came from a very thorough training in the 
Jewish legélistic Religion. 

The third section délt with the legalism found in Paul's 
theology. Im order that the transition might easily be made 
from Paul the Jew to Paul the Christian the discussion started 
with the conversion experiences. In this it was noted that the 
entire Paul did not change. He accepted Jesus as the Messiah 
but still retained his former Religion. He placed Christ at the 
Head of Life instead of the Law. This was noted to be true for 
four reasons: His emphasis on the Law of Moses; his legalistic 
interpretation of the Lessiah; the legalism in his personal life; 
the legalism in his theology. The discussion of theology fell 
into three parts. The first wes God and the World. Here it 
was seen that he presented a Righteous God rather than a Loving 
God. The element of Love is present but it comes out of his 
experience rather than from theology. The idea of anger hardly 
Suggests the idea of Love. The second part was Man and Sin. 
Here it was noted that all flesh was sinful as revealed by the 
law. The sin of man had caused a debt to God that man could 
never hope to pay. Here we note the legal element of debt. 

The third part of the discussion on theology was, Christ and 
Redemption. In the five steps of redemption the aataied legal- 
ism was very strong. The steps were: Foreknowledge, foreor- 
dination, calling, justification, and sanctification. These 
are purely legal steps by which one attains salvation, the re- 
results of a legally-trained mind trying to grasp by logical 


processes the findings of faith. It is in this faith that Paul 


fees himself from his legalism and rises to the spiritual 
mind of Christ. | 

The last section presented our modern revolutions, shown 
in the crime wave, in the ,olitical revolts, in the freedom 
of woman, in arts and letters, in morality, end in religion, 
as an attempt to gain freedom in all phases of life. lo 
q phase of life has escaped this urge for freedom from restraint. 
Paul felt the same restraint in his former legalistic religion; 
it hampered him in his Christian theology but in his every-day 
life he found freedom through a spiritual understanding. fFree- 
ae, dom came not from the law but in and through the law. It was 
not license but & controlling of desires through spirituality. 
Spirituality was the striving for the best and thus being in 
harmony with God's morsel law. Spiritual love is the interpreta- 
tion of the ae 

Today our seeking of freedom must be along the same lines 


as Paul sought it. We can not gain freedom from industrielism 


except by death; we can use it and master it and thus find 
freedom in and through it by mental and spiritual power. The 


i Same sOlution must be used in freeing men from the moral prob- 


lems. We are never free from but free in and through morality, 
using it as a stepping stone to @ richer and nobler life. This 
spiritual life must ultimately be found through faith in Jesus 


as the Christ. 
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